Herbert Rowse Armstrong.
Sir H. Curtis Bennett
very important thing which came out in Sir William Willcox's
evidence on Saturday. When I was cross-examining as to whether
or not one of the important signs of multiple neuritis was missing
in this case in September, 1920, the numbness, you will remember
what Sir William said to me, te Oh, yes, there was some evidence
of numbness—pins and needles." That is a matter upon which
Sir William was relying for evidence of numbness in September,
1920, as being one of the symptoms of multiple neuritis. What
did you find? Sir William was wrong in his date. The evidence
of Miss Friend is that the pins and needles was in 1918. Then
what does Sir William say? " Oh, well, it is not a symptom of
neuritis in 1918 "—that would not fit in with the case at all; pins
and needles in 1918 would be some evidence of rheumatism. So
if you get it within the period of time which ifl the case of the
prosecution, it is a symptom of multiple neuritis; if you get it in
1918, it is not by itself evidence, I do not want to spend too
much time on this, but in my submission to you—and that is why
I submitted it to my lord when I was cross-examining Dr. Hincka,
that 13920 was so important in this case—not pins and needles by
itself in 1918, but loss of power, rheumatism in the feet and hands,
and pins and needles in 1918, getting worse and getting better
from time to time—you will be able to see by the doctors whom I
shall call that that is what one would expect in multiple neuritis
—sometimes very bad, sometimes better. That is tho condition
of this unfortunate lady, according to the evidence, right away
from those earlier years, 1916, 1917, and 1918. The case does
not rest there upon what her condition was, because Miss Pearce
gave evidence upon it, and she says this, " I went away on let or
2nd August, 1920, for my holiday, and I was away when Mrs.
Armstrong went to Barnwood Asylum, and I came back after she
had gone to Barnwood. When Mrs. Armstrong came back on the
22nd January, 1921, she was still complaining of trouble in both
her hands and feet." Therefore the evidence for the prosecution
is clear and undisputed about this—that right away through these
years 1915, 1916, 11917, 1918, and 1919, this lady, instead of
being, as my friend's insiructions were when he opened this case
to you, perfectly well on the 1st of August, she had for five years
more or less suffered, and part of the" time was badly suffering,
ho that she could not play the piano—not could not play with one
hand, coiild not play with her handm—was suffering from rheuma-
tism in the knees, in the feet, suffering from loss of power, couldn't
do tip her clothes, and suffering with pins and needles, one of the
very symptoms which Sir William Wilicox in answering me brings
forward as being a symptom in existence in 1920, and he finds he
is mistaken and it took place years before. I am going to leave
it there, I have put it clearly before you, and I say that I am
right in thinking, as the result of some few years now at the bar,
that arguments to a jury do not become any stronger because you
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